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DETAILED ACTION 

As reflected in the Interview Summary mailed 19 July 2006, the finality of the 
Office Action mailed 31 May 2006 was premature. The Remarks filed 24 July 2006 
were not accompanied by any amendment to the claims or specification, and, therefore 
the claims are finally rejected herein. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 4,900,087 to Crisp in view U.S. Patent No. 5,516,194 to Maule. 

Crisp discloses a seat assembly that is basically the same as that recited in 
claims 1-5 except that the first child seat portion lacks an open position wherein the first 
child seat portion rests on the seat and the second component of the infant restraint 
system is not specified as being on the second child seat portion, as recited in the 
claims. Figures 1-5 of Crisp teach a seat assembly having a seat 12 (see Fig. 2), a first 
child seat portion 28, a second child seat portion 30, an infant restraint system (Fig. 4), 
a backrest 16 with a vertically oriented receptacle 22 disposed centrally in the backrest 
sized to receive the infant restraint system and the first and second child seat portions, 
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opposed first and second sides of the first child seat portion, a first axis 32 of the 
backrest interconnected to the first side of the first child seat portion so as to swing from 
a closed position when retained within the receptacle of the backrest and an open 
position when pivoted out of the receptacle to a position above the seat, a first 
component 64 (Fig. 4) of the infant restraint system on the first child seat portion, a 
second axis 34 of the second side of the first child seat portion is pivotally 
interconnected to the second child seat portion so as to selectively swing from a closed 
position with the second child seat portion is adjacent to the first child seat portion to an 
open position extending from the second side of the first child seat portion when the first 
child seat portion is pivoted to be above the seat, a second component 62 (Fig. 4) of the 
infant restrain system, a first seating surface (see Fig. 1 ) of the first child seat portion 
disposed adjacent the receptacle, an opposed second seating surface 28a of the first 
child seat portion that is exposed as a backrest when the first child seat portion is 
retained within the receptacle, a first seating surface (see Fig. 2) of the second child 
seat portion forming an infant back-supporting surface when the second child seat 
portion is selectively disposed in the open position about the second axis, a second 
seating surface 30a of the second child seat portion the includes a child seating surface 
opposite the infant back-supporting surface, and an upholstered surface on the second 
seating surface whereby the seat assembly may be selectively used for seating an 
adult, a toddler, and an infant. 

Maule shows a seat assembly similar to that of Crisp wherein the seat assembly 
has a seat 22' (Fig. 4), a backrest 20' (Fig. 4) with a vertically oriented receptacle, a first 
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child seat portion 32 (Fig. 7) pivotally interconnected at a first axis 50 (Fig. 4) of the 
backrest so as to swing from a closed position when retained within the receptacle of 
the backrest and an open position when pivoted out of the receptacle to a position at a 
rest on the seat. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the seat assembly of Crisp such 
that the first child seat portion rests on the seat when pivoted out of the receptacle to 
the open position, such as the seat assembly disclosed in Maule. One would have 
been motivated to make such a modification in view of the suggestion in Maule that the 
first child seat portion resting on the seat allows proper support of the seat portion when 
in the open position and provide a seat portion that may be used as an armrest for an 
adult. 

While the first component of the infant restraint system is clearly connected to the 
first child seat portion via slot 66, the connection of the second component is not 
specifically set forth in Crisp. However, it would have been obvious, if not inherent, to 
have the second component on the second child seat portion to make a unitary member 
since it is within the general skill of a worker in the art to make plural parts unitary as a 
matter of obvious engineering choice. Further, it would have been obvious to modify 
the second component of the infant restraint system of Crisp by forming the second 
component on the second child seat portion to facilitate assembly of the infant restraint 
system. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 24 July 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that Crisp fails to teach the limitations of claim 1 
regarding the infant restraint system because the first and second components 62,64 of 
Crisp's restraint system are used for a child in a forwardly facing orientation, which 
precludes the restraint system being used for an infant. However, no claim limitation 
recites that the infant restraint system must restrain a child in a rearwardly facing 
orientation. Clearly, the child seat portions oriented in the configuration shown in Figure 
4 of Crisp is sized to accommodate an infant. While Examiner agrees that many infant 
child seats are oriented with the child in a rearwardly facing orientation, the child seat 
art also teaches in U.S. Patent No. 2,634,794 to Young, U.S. Patent No. 3,660,492 to 
Peterson, U.S. Patent No. 4,711,490 to Brand, U.S. Patent No. 5,749,599 to Gardner, 
and U.S. Patent No. 6,572,189 B1 to Blaymore that child seats accommodate infants in 
a forwardly facing orientation. Moreover, any implied distinction between a toddler 
versus an infant is moot because Examiner reasonably interprets an infant as merely 
being a person who is not of full age, as defined by Merriam-Webster's Collegiate 
Dictionary, Tenth Edition. Therefore, the orientation utilizing first and second 
components 62,64 of Crisp's restraint system meets the limitation of an infant restraint 
system. In addition, Applicant argues that an "infant seating position" is defined in the 
specification of the instant application. However, claim 1 does not recite an infant 
seating position. Secondly, the recitation of an infant back supporting area facing the 
backrest does not require that an infant in any seat assembly must be rearwardly facing. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/751 ,078 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3636 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph F. Edell whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6858. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:30am-5:00pm. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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